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REMARKS 



Overview of the Office Action 

Claims 1, 2, 8, 9, 15-20, and 22-27 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Coad et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,851,107) in view of Banning et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 5 5 485 ? 567) and in further view of Rivlin (U.S. Patent 6,032,159). 

Claims 3-7, 21, and 28 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Coad et al. in view of Banning, and further in view of Rivlin, and further in view of 
Washburn et al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,157,779). 

Claim 12 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Coad et 
al. in view of Banning, and further in view of Rivlin, and further in view of Peddada et al. 
(U.S. Patent No. 6,031,533). 

Claim 13 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coad et 
al. in view of Banning, and further in view of Rivlin, and further in view of Gupta et al. (U.S. 
Patent No. 6,484,156). 

Claim 14 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Coad et 
al. in view of Banning, and further in view of Rivlin, and further in view in view of Gupta, 
and further in view of O'Donnell et al. (U.S. Patent No. 6,223,203). 

Status of the Claims/Amendments 

Claims 1-9 and 12-28 are pending. 

Claims Rejected Under 35 U.S.C. S 103(a) 

Claims 1,15, and 22 include features that are neither disclosed nor suggested by the 
art of record, namely, as represented by claim 1 : 

A computerized system for software development comprising: 

a source code editor operable to edit a source code 
module; 

1 a graphical design surface operable to display a 

graphical object representing actual code of the source code 
module and provide integrated testing of the source code 
module; and 
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wherein upon a change in the source code module, the 
change in the source code is immediately communicated to the 
graphical design surface and the graphical design surface is 
updated to reflect the change in the source code module, 
wherein the design surface displays the graphical object, the 
graphical object represents a database object, the design surface 
is operative to bind a particular database system to the database 
object, the database object further includes a database column, 
the source code module includes a variable, and the design 
surface is operative to bind the database column to the variable. 

Claim 1 is directed to a system that comprises a source code editor that can edit a 
source code module, and a graphical design surface that can display a graphical object 
representing code of the source code module. The graphical design surface displays a 
database object, including a database field. The graphical design surface can bind the 
database field to a variable of the source code module. In addition, the graphical design 
surface includes the ability to test the source code module through the graphical design 
surface. 

Claim 1 was amended to add the feature of the graphical design surface including the 
ability to test the source code module through the graphical design surface. Support for this 
feature can be found on page 21 of the specification as originally filed. 

Coad et al. teaches a software development tool that provides the simultaneous view 
of a graphical and text version of source code. The views are synchronized so that 
modification of one view is reflected in the other. However, there is no teaching of integrated 
testing of the source code through the design surface, as required by the claim. 

Banning et al. teaches a system for displaying database information in a table using 
icons to convey properties of the database to a user. There is no mention of integrated testing 
of source code through a design surface anywhere in banning et al. 

Rivlin teaches a method for automatically copying files to a database. There is no 
mention of a integrated testing of the source code through the design surface anywhere in 
Rivlin. 

Washburn et al. teaches a system for comparing and identifying differences between a 
first piece of data and a second piece of data. The identified differences are then displayed to 
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the user. There is no mention of a integrated testing of the source code through the design 
surface anywhere in Washburn et al. 

Gupta et al. teaches the use of a hierarchical annotation storage structure to maintain a 
correspondence between a plurality of multimedia stream annotations and a hierarchical 
higher group identifier. There is no mention of a integrated testing of the source code through 
the design surface anywhere in Gupta et al. 

Peddada et al. teaches a method for providing a graphical user interface to a client 
device. There is no mention of a integrated testing of the source code through the design 
surface anywhere in Peddada et al. 

O'Donnell et al. teaches a system for executing a process in parallel across a plurality 
of networked computers. There is no mention of a integrated testing of the source code 
through the design surface anywhere in O'Donnell et al. 

Because none of the cited art describes integrated testing of the source code module 
by the design surface, the combination of them cannot possibly render claim 1 obvious. It is 
therefore respectfully requested that the Examiner withdraw the rejection and allow claim 1 

Claims 15 and 22 have been amended to incorporate similar features as claim 1, and 
are therefore allowable for at least the reasons given above for claim 1 . Its is therefore 
respectfully requested that the Examiner withdraw the rejections and allow claims 15 and 22. 

Claims 2-9, 12-14, 16-21, and 23-28 are all variously dependent on independent 
claims 1,15, and 22, and are therefore allowable for at least the reasons given above for the 
independent claims. It is therefore respectfully requested that the Examiner withdraw the 
rejections and allow claims 2-9, 12-14, 16-21, and 23-28. 
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In view of the foregoing remarks, Applicants submit that the above-identified 
application is in condition for allowance. Early notification to this effect is respectfully 
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